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fisheries in 1998, 98.7 percent, or 60,085, were
killed for their fins;

Whereas shark fins comprise only between
1 percent and 5 percent of the weight of a
shark, and shark finning results in the un-
conscionable waste of 95 percent to 99 per-
cent (by weight) of a valuable public re-
source;

Whereas the National Marine Fisheries
Service has stated that shark finning is
wasteful, should be stopped, and is contrary
to United States fisheries conservation and
management policies;

Whereas shark finning is prohibited in the
United States exclusive economic zone of the
Atlantic Ocean, the Gulf of Mexico, and the
Caribbean;

Whereas the practice of shark finning in
the waters of the United States in the Pa-
cific Ocean is inconsistent with the Magnu-
son-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Man-
agement Act, the Federal Fishery Manage-
ment Plan for Atlantic Tunas, Swordfish,
and Sharks, and the shark finning prohibi-
tions that apply in State waters in the At-
lantic Ocean and Pacific Ocean;

Whereas the United States is a global lead-
er in shark management, and the practice of
shark finning in the waters of the United
States in the Pacific Ocean is inconsistent
with United States international obliga-
tions, including the Code of Conduct for Re-
sponsible Fishing of the Food and Agri-
culture Organization of the United Nations,
the International Plan of Action for Sharks
of such organization, and the United Na-
tion’s Agreement on Straddling Stocks and
Highly Migratory Species; and

Whereas establishment of a prohibition on
the practice of shark finning in the Central
Pacific Ocean and Western Pacific Ocean
would result in the immediate reduction of
waste and could reduce shark mortality by
as much as 85 percent: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That it is the sense of the
Congress that—

(1) the practice of removing the fins of a
shark and dumping its carcass back into the
ocean, commonly referred to as shark fin-
ning, is a wasteful and unsportsmanlike
practice that could lead to overfishing of
shark resources;

(2) all Federal and State agencies and
other management entities that have juris-
diction over fisheries in waters of the United
States where the practice of shark finning is
not prohibited should promptly and perma-
nently end that practice in those waters; and

(3) the Secretary of State should continue
to strongly advocate for the coordinated
management of sharks and the eventual
elimination of shark finning in all other wa-
ters.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.
PETRI, recognized Mr. SAXTON and
Mr. VENTO, each for 20 minutes.

After debate,
The question being put, viva voce,
Will the House suspend the rules and

agree to said concurrent resolution, as
amended?

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.
PETRI, announced that two-thirds of
the Members present had voted in the
affirmative.

So, two-thirds of the Members
present having voted in favor thereof,
the rules were suspended and said con-
current resolution, as amended, was
agreed to.

A motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the rules were suspended and
said concurrent resolution, as amend-
ed, was agreed to was, by unanimous
consent, laid on the table.

Ordered, That the Clerk request the
concurrence of the Senate in said con-
current resolution.

T123.17 CLEAR CREEK DISTRIBUTION
SYSTEM CONVEYANCE

Mr. DOOLITTLE moved to suspend
the rules and pass the bill (H.R. 862) to
authorize the Secretary of the Interior
to implement the provisions of the
Agreement conveying title to a Dis-
tribution System from the United
States to the Clear Creek Community
Services District; as amended.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.
PETRI, recognized Mr. DOOLITTLE
and Mr. UNDERWOOD, each for 20 min-
utes.

After debate,
The question being put, viva voce,
Will the House suspend the rules and

pass said bill, as amended?
The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.

PETRI, announced that two-thirds of
the Members present had voted in the
affirmative.

So, two-thirds of the Members
present having voted in favor thereof,
the rules were suspended and said bill,
as amended, was passed.

By unanimous consent, the title was
amended so as to read: ‘‘An Act to di-
rect the Secretary of the Interior to
implement the provisions of an agree-
ment conveying title to a distribution
system from the United States to the
Clear Creek Community Services Dis-
trict.’’.

A motion to reconsider the votes
whereby the rules were suspended and
said bill, as amended, was passed and
the title was amended was, by unani-
mous consent, laid on the table.

Ordered, That the Clerk request the
concurrence of the Senate in said bill.

T123.18 SLY PARK UNIT CONVEYANCE

Mr. DOOLITTLE moved to suspend
the rules and pass the bill (H.R. 992) to
convey the Sly Park Dam and Res-
ervoir to the El Dorado Irrigation Dis-
trict, and for other purposes; as amend-
ed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.
PETRI, recognized Mr. DOOLITTLE
and Mr. UNDERWOOD, each for 20 min-
utes.

After debate,
The question being put, viva voce,
Will the House suspend the rules and

pass said bill, as amended?
The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.

PETRI, announced that two-thirds of
the Members present had voted in the
affirmative.

So, two-thirds of the Members
present having voted in favor thereof,
the rules were suspended and said bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the rules were suspended and
said bill, as amended, was passed was,
by unanimous consent, laid on the
table.

Ordered, That the Clerk request the
concurrence of the Senate in said bill.

T123.19 SOLANO WATER IMPOUNDMENT
AND CONVEYANCE

Mr. DOOLITTLE moved to suspend
the rules and pass the bill (H.R. 1235) to
authorize the Secretary of the Interior
to enter into contracts with the Solano
County Water Agency, California, to
use Solano Project facilities for im-
pounding, storage, and carriage of non-
project water for domestic, municipal,
industrial, and other beneficial pur-
poses.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.
PETRI, recognized Mr. DOOLITTLE
and Mr. UNDERWOOD, each for 20 min-
utes.

After debate,
The question being put, viva voce,
Will the House suspend the rules and

pass said bill?
The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.

PETRI, announced that two-thirds of
the Members present had voted in the
affirmative.

So, two-thirds of the Members
present having voted in favor thereof,
the rules were suspended and said bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the rules were suspended and
said bill was passed was, by unanimous
consent, laid on the table.

Ordered, That the Clerk request the
concurrence of the Senate in said bill.

T123.20 ELECTRONIC SIGNATURES IN
INTERSTATE OR FOREIGN COMMERCE

Mr. BLILEY moved to suspend the
rules and pass the bill (H.R. 1714) to fa-
cilitate the use of electronic records
and signatures in interstate or foreign
commerce; as amended.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.
PETRI, recognized Mr. BLILEY and
Mr. MARKEY, each for 20 minutes.

After debate,
The question being put, viva voce,
Will the House suspend the rules and

pass said bill, as amended?
The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.

BARTON, announced that two-thirds of
the Members present had voted in the
affirmative.

Mr. MARKEY demanded that the
vote be taken by the yeas and nays,
which demand was supported by one-
fifth of the Members present, so the
yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.
BARTON, pursuant to clause 8, rule
XX, announced that further pro-
ceedings on the motion were post-
poned.

T123.21 DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COLLEGE
ACCESS

Mr. DAVIS of Virginia moved to sus-
pend the rules and agree to the fol-
lowing amendment of the Senate to the
bill (H.R. 974) to establish a program to
afford high school graduates from the
District of Columbia the benefits of in
State tuition at State colleges and uni-
versities outside the District of Colum-
bia, and for other purposes:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and
insert:
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘District of Co-
lumbia College Access Act of 1999’’.
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SEC. 2. PURPOSE.

It is the purpose of this Act to establish a pro-
gram that enables college-bound residents of the
District of Columbia to have greater choices
among institutions of higher education.
SEC. 3. PUBLIC SCHOOL PROGRAM.

(a) GRANTS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—From amounts appropriated

under subsection (i) the Mayor shall award
grants to eligible institutions that enroll eligible
students to pay the difference between the tui-
tion and fees charged for in-State students and
the tuition and fees charged for out-of-State
students on behalf of each eligible student en-
rolled in the eligible institution.

(2) MAXIMUM STUDENT AMOUNTS.—An eligible
student shall have paid on the student’s behalf
under this section—

(A) not more than $10,000 for any 1 award
year (as defined in section 481 of the Higher
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1088)); and

(B) a total of not more than $50,000.
(3) PRORATION.—The Mayor shall prorate

payments under this section for students who
attend an eligible institution on less than a full-
time basis.

(b) REDUCTION FOR INSUFFICIENT APPROPRIA-
TIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—If the funds appropriated
pursuant to subsection (i) for any fiscal year are
insufficient to award a grant in the amount de-
termined under subsection (a) on behalf of each
eligible student enrolled in an eligible institu-
tion, then the Mayor shall—

(A) first, ratably reduce the amount of the tui-
tion and fee payment made on behalf of each el-
igible student who has not received funds under
this section for a preceding year; and

(B) after making reductions under subpara-
graph (A), ratably reduce the amount of the tui-
tion and fee payments made on behalf of all
other eligible students.

(2) ADJUSTMENTS.—The Mayor may adjust the
amount of tuition and fee payments made under
paragraph (1) based on—

(A) the financial need of the eligible students
to avoid undue hardship to the eligible students;
or

(B) undue administrative burdens on the
Mayor.

(3) FURTHER ADJUSTMENTS.—Notwithstanding
paragraphs (1) and (2), the Mayor may
prioritize the making or amount of tuition and
fee payments under this subsection based on the
income and need of eligible students.

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:
(1) ELIGIBLE INSTITUTION.—The term ‘‘eligible

institution’’ means an institution that—
(A) is a public institution of higher education

located—
(i) in the State of Maryland or the Common-

wealth of Virginia; or
(ii) outside the State of Maryland or the Com-

monwealth of Virginia, but only if the Mayor—
(I) determines that a significant number of eli-

gible students are experiencing difficulty in
gaining admission to any public institution of
higher education located in the State of Mary-
land or the Commonwealth of Virginia because
of any preference afforded in-State residents by
the institution;

(II) consults with the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform of the House of Representatives,
the Committee on Governmental Affairs of the
Senate, and the Secretary regarding expanding
the program under this section to include such
institutions located outside of the State of
Maryland or the Commonwealth of Virginia;
and

(III) takes into consideration the projected
cost of the expansion and the potential effect of
the expansion on the amount of individual tui-
tion and fee payments made under this section
in succeeding years;

(B) is eligible to participate in the student fi-
nancial assistance programs under title IV of
the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1070
et seq.); and

(C) enters into an agreement with the Mayor
containing such conditions as the Mayor may
specify, including a requirement that the insti-
tution use the funds made available under this
section to supplement and not supplant assist-
ance that otherwise would be provided to eligi-
ble students from the District of Columbia.

(2) ELIGIBLE STUDENT.—The term ‘‘eligible
student’’ means an individual who—

(A) was domiciled in the District of Columbia
for not less than the 12 consecutive months pre-
ceding the commencement of the freshman year
at an institution of higher education;

(B) graduated from a secondary school or re-
ceived the recognized equivalent of a secondary
school diploma on or after January 1, 1998;

(C) begins the individual’s undergraduate
course of study within the 3 calendar years (ex-
cluding any period of service on active duty in
the Armed Forces, or service under the Peace
Corps Act (22 U.S.C. 2501 et seq.) or subtitle D
of title I of the National and Community Service
Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12571 et seq.)) of gradua-
tion from a secondary school, or obtaining the
recognized equivalent of a secondary school di-
ploma;

(D) is enrolled or accepted for enrollment, on
at least a half-time basis, in a degree, certifi-
cate, or other program (including a program of
study abroad approved for credit by the institu-
tion at which such student is enrolled) leading
to a recognized educational credential at an eli-
gible institution;

(E) if enrolled in an eligible institution, is
maintaining satisfactory progress in the course
of study the student is pursuing in accordance
with section 484(c) of the Higher Education Act
of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1091(c)); and

(F) has not completed the individual’s first
undergraduate baccalaureate course of study.

(3) INSTITUTION OF HIGHER EDUCATION.—The
term ‘‘institution of higher education’’ has the
meaning given the term in section 101 of the
Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1001).

(4) MAYOR.—The term ‘‘Mayor’’ means the
Mayor of the District of Columbia.

(5) SECONDARY SCHOOL.—The term ‘‘secondary
school’’ has the meaning given that term under
section 14101 of the Elementary and Secondary
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 8801).

(6) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ means
the Secretary of Education.

(d) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this Act shall
be construed to require an institution of higher
education to alter the institution’s admissions
policies or standards in any manner to enable
an eligible student to enroll in the institution.

(e) APPLICATIONS.—Each student desiring a
tuition payment under this section shall submit
an application to the eligible institution at such
time, in such manner, and accompanied by such
information as the eligible institution may re-
quire.

(f) ADMINISTRATION OF PROGRAM.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Mayor shall carry out

the program under this section in consultation
with the Secretary. The Mayor may enter into a
grant, contract, or cooperative agreement with
another public or private entity to administer
the program under this section if the Mayor de-
termines that doing so is a more efficient way of
carrying out the program.

(2) POLICIES AND PROCEDURES.—The Mayor,
in consultation with institutions of higher edu-
cation eligible for participation in the program
authorized under this section, shall develop
policies and procedures for the administration of
the program.

(3) MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT.—The
Mayor and the Secretary shall enter into a
Memorandum of Agreement that describes—

(A) the manner in which the Mayor shall con-
sult with the Secretary with respect to admin-
istering the program under this section; and

(B) any technical or other assistance to be
provided to the Mayor by the Secretary for pur-
poses of administering the program under this
section (which may include access to the infor-
mation in the common financial reporting form

developed under section 483 of the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1090)).

(g) MAYOR’S REPORT.—The Mayor shall re-
port to Congress annually regarding—

(1) the number of eligible students attending
each eligible institution and the amount of the
grant awards paid to those institutions on be-
half of the eligible students;

(2) the extent, if any, to which a ratable re-
duction was made in the amount of tuition and
fee payments made on behalf of eligible stu-
dents; and

(3) the progress in obtaining recognized aca-
demic credentials of the cohort of eligible stu-
dents for each year.

(h) GAO REPORT.—Beginning on the date of
enactment of this Act, the Comptroller General
of the United States shall monitor the effect of
the program assisted under this section on edu-
cational opportunities for eligible students. The
Comptroller General shall analyze whether eligi-
ble students had difficulty gaining admission to
eligible institutions because of any preference
afforded in-State residents by eligible institu-
tions, and shall expeditiously report any find-
ings regarding such difficulty to Congress and
the Mayor. In addition the Comptroller General
shall—

(1) analyze the extent to which there are an
insufficient number of eligible institutions to
which District of Columbia students can gain
admission, including admission aided by assist-
ance provided under this Act, due to—

(A) caps on the number of out-of-State stu-
dents the institution will enroll;

(B) significant barriers imposed by academic
entrance requirements (such as grade point av-
erage and standardized scholastic admissions
tests); and

(C) absence of admission programs benefiting
minority students;

(2) assess the impact of the program assisted
under this Act on enrollment at the University
of the District of Columbia; and

(3) report the findings of the analysis de-
scribed in paragraph (1) and the assessment de-
scribed in paragraph (2) to Congress and the
Mayor.

(i) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to the
District of Columbia to carry out this section
$12,000,000 for fiscal year 2000 and such sums as
may be necessary for each of the 5 succeeding
fiscal years. Such funds shall remain available
until expended.

(j) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall take
effect with respect to payments for periods of in-
struction that begin on or after January 1, 2000.
SEC. 4. ASSISTANCE TO THE UNIVERSITY OF THE

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (c), the

Secretary may provide financial assistance to
the University of the District of Columbia for
the fiscal year to enable the university to carry
out activities authorized under part B of title III
of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C.
1060 et seq.).

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to the
District of Columbia to carry out this section
$1,500,000 for fiscal year 2000 and such sums as
may be necessary for each of the 5 succeeding
fiscal years.

(c) SPECIAL RULE.—For any fiscal year, the
University of the District of Columbia may re-
ceive financial assistance pursuant to this sec-
tion, or pursuant to part B of title III of the
Higher Education Act of 1965, but not pursuant
to both this section and such part B.
SEC. 5. PRIVATE SCHOOL PROGRAM.

(a) GRANTS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—From amounts appropriated

under subsection (f) the Mayor shall award
grants to eligible institutions that enroll eligible
students to pay the cost of tuition and fees at
the eligible institutions on behalf of each eligible
student enrolled in an eligible institution. The
Mayor may prescribe such regulations as may be
necessary to carry out this section.
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(2) MAXIMUM STUDENT AMOUNTS.—An eligible

student shall have paid on the student’s behalf
under this section—

(A) not more than $2,500 for any 1 award year
(as defined in section 481 of the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1088)); and

(B) a total of not more than $12,500.
(3) PRORATION.—The Mayor shall prorate

payments under this section for students who
attend an eligible institution on less than a full-
time basis.

(b) REDUCTION FOR INSUFFICIENT APPROPRIA-
TIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—If the funds appropriated
pursuant to subsection (f) for any fiscal year
are insufficient to award a grant in the amount
determined under subsection (a) on behalf of
each eligible student enrolled in an eligible insti-
tution, then the Mayor shall—

(A) first, ratably reduce the amount of the tui-
tion and fee payment made on behalf of each el-
igible student who has not received funds under
this section for a preceding year; and

(B) after making reductions under subpara-
graph (A), ratably reduce the amount of the tui-
tion and fee payments made on behalf of all
other eligible students.

(2) ADJUSTMENTS.—The Mayor may adjust the
amount of tuition and fee payments made under
paragraph (1) based on—

(A) the financial need of the eligible students
to avoid undue hardship to the eligible students;
or

(B) undue administrative burdens on the
Mayor.

(3) FURTHER ADJUSTMENTS.—Notwithstanding
paragraphs (1) and (2), the Mayor may
prioritize the making or amount of tuition and
fee payments under this subsection based on the
income and need of eligible students.

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:
(1) ELIGIBLE INSTITUTION.—The term ‘‘eligible

institution’’ means an institution that—
(A)(i) is a private, nonprofit, associate or bac-

calaureate degree-granting, institution of higher
education, as defined in section 101(a) of the
Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C.
1001(a)), the main campus of which is located—

(I) in the District of Columbia;
(II) in the city of Alexandria, Falls Church, or

Fairfax, or the county of Arlington or Fairfax,
in the Commonwealth of Virginia, or a political
subdivision of the Commonwealth of Virginia lo-
cated within any such county; or

(III) in the county of Montgomery or Prince
George’s in the State of Maryland, or a political
subdivision of the State of Maryland located
within any such county;

(ii) is eligible to participate in the student fi-
nancial assistance programs under title IV of
the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1070
et seq.); and

(iii) enters into an agreement with the Mayor
containing such conditions as the Mayor may
specify, including a requirement that the insti-
tution use the funds made available under this
section to supplement and not supplant assist-
ance that otherwise would be provided to eligi-
ble students from the District of Columbia; or

(B) is a private historically Black college or
university (for purposes of this subparagraph
such term shall have the meaning given the term
‘‘part B institution’’ in section 322(2) of the
Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1061(2))
the main campus of which is located in the State
of Maryland or the Commonwealth of Virginia.

(2) ELIGIBLE STUDENT.—The term ‘‘eligible
student’’ means an individual who meets the re-
quirements of subparagraphs (A) through (F) of
section 3(c)(2).

(3) MAYOR.—The term ‘‘Mayor’’ means the
Mayor of the District of Columbia.

(4) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ means
the Secretary of Education.

(d) APPLICATION.—Each eligible student desir-
ing a tuition and fee payment under this section
shall submit an application to the eligible insti-
tution at such time, in such manner, and accom-
panied by such information as the eligible insti-
tution may require.

(e) ADMINISTRATION OF PROGRAM.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Mayor shall carry out

the program under this section in consultation
with the Secretary. The Mayor may enter into a
grant, contract, or cooperative agreement with
another public or private entity to administer
the program under this section if the Mayor de-
termines that doing so is a more efficient way of
carrying out the program.

(2) POLICIES AND PROCEDURES.—The Mayor,
in consultation with institutions of higher edu-
cation eligible for participation in the program
authorized under this section, shall develop
policies and procedures for the administration of
the program.

(3) MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT.—The
Mayor and the Secretary shall enter into a
Memorandum of Agreement that describes—

(A) the manner in which the Mayor shall con-
sult with the Secretary with respect to admin-
istering the program under this section; and

(B) any technical or other assistance to be
provided to the Mayor by the Secretary for pur-
poses of administering the program under this
section.

(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to the
District of Columbia to carry out this section
$5,000,000 for fiscal year 2000 and such sums as
may be necessary for each of the 5 succeeding
fiscal years. Such funds shall remain available
until expended.

(g) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall take
effect with respect to payments for periods of in-
struction that begin on or after January 1, 2000.
SEC. 6. GENERAL REQUIREMENTS.

(a) PERSONNEL.—The Secretary of Education
shall arrange for the assignment of an indi-
vidual, pursuant to subchapter VI of chapter 33
of title 5, United States Code, to serve as an ad-
viser to the Mayor of the District of Columbia
with respect to the programs assisted under this
Act.

(b) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—The Mayor of
the District of Columbia may use not more than
7 percent of the funds made available for a pro-
gram under section 3 or 5 for a fiscal year to pay
the administrative expenses of a program under
section 3 or 5 for the fiscal year.

(c) INSPECTOR GENERAL REVIEW.—Each of the
programs assisted under this Act shall be subject
to audit and other review by the Inspector Gen-
eral of the Department of Education in the same
manner as programs are audited and reviewed
under the Inspector General Act of 1978 (5
U.S.C. App.).

(d) GIFTS.—The Mayor of the District of Co-
lumbia may accept, use, and dispose of dona-
tions of services or property for purposes of car-
rying out this Act.

(e) FUNDING RULE.—Notwithstanding sections
3 and 5, the Mayor may use funds made
available—

(1) under section 3 to award grants under sec-
tion 5 if the amount of funds made available
under section 3 exceeds the amount of funds
awarded under section 3 during a time period
determined by the Mayor; and

(2) under section 5 to award grants under sec-
tion 3 if the amount of funds made available
under section 5 exceeds the amount of funds
awarded under section 5 during a time period
determined by the Mayor.

(f) MAXIMUM STUDENT AMOUNT ADJUST-
MENTS.—The Mayor shall establish rules to ad-
just the maximum student amounts described in
sections 3(a)(2)(B) and 5(a)(2)(B) for eligible
students described in section 3(c)(2) or 5(c)(2)
who transfer between the eligible institutions
described in section 3(c)(1) or 5(c)(1).

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.
BARTON, recognized Mr. DAVIS of
Virginia and Ms. NORTON, each for 20
minutes.

After debate,
The question being put, viva voce,
Will the House suspend the rules and

agree to said amendment?

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.
BARTON, announced that two-thirds of
the Members present had voted in the
affirmative.

So, two-thirds of the Members
present having voted in favor thereof,
the rules were suspended and said
amendment was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the rules were suspended and
said amendment was agreed to was, by
unanimous consent, laid on the table.

Ordered, That the Clerk notify the
Senate thereof.

T123.22 RECESS—4:30 P.M.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.
BARTON, pursuant to clause 12 of rule
I, declared the House in recess at 4
o’clock and 30 minutes p.m., until ap-
proximately 6 o’clock p.m.

T123.23 AFTER RECESS—6 P.M.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.
BARTON, called the House to order.

T123.24 H.R. 348—UNFINISHED BUSINESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.
BARTON, pursuant to clause 8, rule
XX, announced the unfinished business
to be the motion to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 348) to authorize
the construction of a monument to
honor those who have served the Na-
tion’s civil defense and emergency
management programs.

The question being put,
Will the House suspend the rules and

pass said bill?
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice.
It was decided in the Yeas ....... 349!affirmative ................... Nays ...... 4

T123.25 [Roll No. 550]

YEAS—349

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Aderholt
Allen
Andrews
Armey
Bachus
Baird
Baldacci
Baldwin
Ballenger
Barcia
Barrett (NE)
Barrett (WI)
Bartlett
Barton
Bass
Bateman
Becerra
Bentsen
Bereuter
Berman
Berry
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bliley
Blumenauer
Blunt
Boehlert
Bonilla
Bonior
Bono
Borski
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Brown (FL)
Bryant

Burr
Burton
Buyer
Callahan
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canady
Cannon
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Castle
Chabot
Clayton
Clement
Clyburn
Coble
Combest
Condit
Conyers
Cox
Cramer
Crane
Crowley
Cummings
Cunningham
Davis (FL)
Davis (VA)
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
DeMint
Deutsch
Diaz-Balart
Dickey
Dicks
Dingell
Dixon
Doggett
Dooley

Doolittle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Ehrlich
Emerson
English
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Ewing
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Fletcher
Foley
Ford
Fowler
Frank (MA)
Franks (NJ)
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Gallegly
Gekas
Gephardt
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gilman
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Goss
Graham
Granger
Green (TX)
Green (WI)
Gutknecht
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